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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-12 is/are rejected. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1 and 7 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1 and 7 recites the limitation "the user" in the last 2 lines of the claim 1 
and the last line of claim 7. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in 
the claim. 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-4 and 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Brohoff (US006108533A). 

Regarding claims 1 and 7, Brohoff discloses a system for providing geographic 
information from a database within a radio telecommunications network where an MSC 
18 includes a geographic database that may be searched and accessed by mobile 
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station 19 in the cellular system (see column 4, lines 4-9 and figure 1 ), which reads on 
the claimed "method of accessing from a mobile telephone one of a set of services 
stored in a telecommunication network associated with said mobile telephone, in which 
said service is determined by the geographical location of said mobile telephone". The 
mobile telephone inputs a search key as well, which reads on the claimed "short-code 
number". The search-key must be supplied to the user of the mobile telephone if it is to 
be used because if the user does not know the search key, of course he cannot use it. 

Regarding claims 2 and 8, Brohoff discloses that the input to the geographic 
database typically includes two components: the geographic area from which the inquiry 
originates and a search key designating information a user desires to obtain from within 
the database (see column 4, lines 12-17), which reads on the claimed supplying of "said 
short-code number and information relating to said geographical location of said 
telephone". Since the database is not contacted directly from the mobile phone, but 
instead through the MSC connected to the base station associated with the phone (see 
column 4, lines 1-9), this information must be supplied to the database by the base 
station, which reads on the claimed "control station to which said mobile telephone is 
connected", and the MSC associated with the database which the information is 
supplied to reads on the claimed "centralized manager associated with a central 
database". 

Regarding claims 3 and 9, Brohoff discloses that the geographic area from which 
the inquiry occurs could be the cell from which the service is invoked by a mobile station 
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(see column 4, lines 17-19), which reads on the claimed "information relating to location 
is an identifier of said control station". 

Regarding claims 4 and 10, the database is associated with an MSC and as is 
well known in the art there are multiple MSC's in a mobile system, each associated with 
a certain geographic region, which reads on the claimed "said services are stored in a 
local database associated with said control station to which said mobile telephone is 
connected". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 5, 6, 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brohoff in view of Michaels et al. (US00601 1976A). 

Regarding claims 5, 6 and 1 1 and 12, Brohoff fails to teach that a short code is 
sent to the user in an SMS message. 
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Michaels et al. discloses a wireless telecommunications system where 
informational messages can be sent to a user based on the users location, and the 
message includes a telephone number of an advertiser (see column 3, lines 6-9). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Brohoff with Michaels et al. to include the above sending of 
telephone numbers to the user in order to allow a vendor to alert users of valuable 
information offered. 

Regarding claim 6 and 12, Brohoff fails to teach the use of a profile so that only 
services matching the user are transmitted to the user. 

Michaels et al. discloses that the SIM card can be trained only to receive 
messages detailing services relevant to a subscriber's needs (see column 6, lines 34- 
36), which reads on the claimed invention that only transmits numbers corresponding to 
services matching a user profile. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Brohoff with Michaels et al. to include the above selective 
receiving of messages in order to prevent the user from receiving too many messages 
in which he has no interest. 



Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Hyziak et al. (WO 93/17504) discloses a method and apparatus for providing a 
point -and-address communication system. 

Richton (US006650902B1) discloses a method and apparatus for wireless 
telecommunications system that provides location-based information delivery to a 
wireless mobile unit. 

Morrisey et al. (US005418844A) discloses automatic access to information 
service providers. 

Hetz et al. (US006185289B1 ) discloses mediated AIN control of short code 
access to information service providers. 

Michaels et al. (US00601 1976A) discloses a telecommunications system with 
value added service directory and an integrated circuit module therefor. 

Mercer et al. (US006167429A) discloses a service access using limited set of 
characters. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bryan J Fox whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
8994. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner byjelephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold can be reached on (703) 305-4379. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



BJF 




NGUYEN T.VO 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



